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I, Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation from the relevant paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

(2) The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

I. Claim 1-6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 

particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

1.1. Claim 1 recites the limitation, "a corresponding opposite end of an upper part of said 
platform" in line 10. It is unclear what "corresponding" refers to. It is unclear what 
"opposite" refers to. 

1.2. Claim 1 recites the limitation, "the opposite end" in line 15. It is unclear what this 
refers to since there are apparently at least two opposite ends since each cable is 
connected to "a corresponding opposite end" as previously set forth. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

1. Claim(s) 1, and 5-6 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by TANAKA 
(JP 01-092108 A). 

1.1. With respect to claim 1, TANAKA discloses a running truck body that runs along a 
track (Fig. 1), a platform (9), longitudinal pair of raising and lowering poles (8b)/(8d), 
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pair of cables (11)/(12), driving wheel (21), and the ropes guided from the opposite 
sides of the upper part of the platform to vicinity of a central portion of the running 
track, to the vicinity of a central lower portion of the platform (Fig. 2). 

1.2. With respect to claim 5, TANAKA additionally discloses a driving wheel at each end 
(Fig. 2). 

1.3. With respect to claim 6, TANAKA additionally discloses the claimed guide wheel 
configuration (Fig. 2). 

III. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claim(s) 2-4 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over TANAKA (JP 
01-092108 A). 

1.1. With respect to claim 2, TANAKA additionally discloses a tension setting device 
(Fig. 3). While TANAKA fails to disclose the tension setting device arranged in the 
platform, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to rearrange 
the parts of TANAKA so that the tensioner is located in the platform in order to 
protect the tensioner from interference and/or contamination. 

1.2. With respect to claim 3, TANAKA additionally discloses a spring and error detecting 
unit (Fig. 3). 
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1.3. With respect to claim 4, TANAKA additionally discloses a spring, a moving 
member, setting jig, and detector (Fig. 3). 

IV. Response to Applicant's Arguments 

Applicant's arguments entered 4/25/06 have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 

1 . Applicant argues that TANAKA does not anticipate claim 1 because TANAKA fails to teach 

cables guided to a vicinity of a central lower portion of the platform. This argument is not 
persuasive. Though the cables of TANAKA, as viewed from figure 2, appear to terminate 
closer to the outer edge of the platform (9), the termination points (12b)/(l lb) can properly 
be considered to be located at "a vicinity of a central lower portion of [the] platform" within 
the broadest reasonable interpretation of that term. 

2. Applicant argues several design advantages taught by applicant's preferred embodiment as 

compared to the prior art. This is not relevant to the question of whether TANAKA properly 
anticipates claim 1. Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 

3. Applicant asserts that claim 1 is not rendered obvious by TANK A because of "unexpected 

results." This argument is not persuasive. Unexpected results must be established by factual 
evidence. Applicant has presented no evidence in support of this assertion as required by 
MPEP 716.01(c). 

V. Conclusion 

1. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 2 nd 
paragraph presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
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See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

2. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 

from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end 
of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Charles N. Greenhut whose telephone number is (571) 272-1517. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm EST. 

4. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 

Eileen D. Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
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to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 



CG 




EILEEN D. LILLIS 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



